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Treating dyeing wastewater by catalystic aluminum inner electrolysis

process with aeration

XU Ji-xian' , TANG Bao-tong' ,MA Xin-gang’

(1. College of Urban Construction, Hebei University of Engineering, Handan 056038, China;

2. The Bureau of Environmental Protection of Handan City, Handan 056001 , China)
Abstract: Aeration and no aeration are used in catalytic aluminum inner electrolysis precess for dyeing
wastewater, the treatment effects were compared by various of indexes such as COD, BOD, colority, PH
etc. The results of experiments show that, the removing COD. colority in wastewater are remarkably effi-
cient. The process with aeration is better than the process without aeration. The B/C values of dyeing
wastewater treated by two different process all reach about 0.3, which is helpful to the following biochemis-
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try processing.
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Fig. 1 Effect of aeration on COD removal
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Fig.2 Charge of BOD value of wastewater after
be treated
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Tab.1 Charge of B/C value of wastewater after be treated

B8] (h)
0 05 1 2 3 4 5
XHS 0.15 0.18 0.20 0.23 0.27 0.30 0.31
BS 0.15 0.18 0.20 0.23 0.26 0.28 0.29
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Fig.3 Effect of aeration on colority removal
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Fig. 4 Charge of pH value of wastewater after be treated
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